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Terms Asked on Book 
After Look OKs Luts 


NEW YORK ®— Harper & 
Row “will be very glad” to set- 
tle with Mrs. John F. Kennedy 
along 'the lines of her out- 
of-court agreement with. Look 
magazine, said its chief counsel. 

Requested deletions and mod- 
ifications that pertain to the 
personal life of Mrs. Kennedy 
and her children will allow Look 
to publish a four-part serializa- 
tion of the book, “The Death of 
a President,” as scheduled. The 
first part of the 80,000-word se- 
ries will be in -the Look issue 
that reaches newsstands Jan. 10. 

When ihformed of the agree- 
ment reached last night, Ed- 
ward S. Greenbaum, attorney 
for Harper & Row, said: “Har- 
per & Row will be very glad to 
make a similar arrangement 
with Mrs, Kennedy.” 

HARPER & Row officials re- 
quested a conference today with 
Simon H. Rifkind, attorney for 
Mrs. Kennedy. 

Told of Greenbaum’s reaction 
to the Look agreement, Rifkind 
said: “I’m glad to hear that. It 
shows he’s interested in reach- 
ing an agreement.” 

Harper & Row plans to come 
out in book form next April with , 


the 300, 000-word story of the , 
assassination of President Ken- ' 
nedy. The firm was not repret. 
sented at yesterday’s meetings • 
which led to the Look agree- 
ment. ( 

I Mrs. Kennedy said in hef 
■ statement that “Look magazine 
has agreed to remove or modify 
all those passages in the maga- 
zine version of ‘The Death of a 
President’ relating to the per- 
sonal life” of herself and her 
children. 

| “THESE paragraphs,” Mrs. 

/Kennedy's statement continued, 
v“Were the sole reasons for the 
Initiation of her legal action. 



Since every passage of a person- 
al nature under contention for 
several months was either delet- 
ed by Look, or changed to her 
satisfaction, Mrs. Kennedy has 
withdrawn her suit.” 
j The Cowles’ statement said] 
[that the changes involved “ap- 
proximately 1,600 out of 80,000! 
authorized words, but that they; 
“in no way affected the histori- 
cal accuracy or completeness of 
Mr. Manchester’s manuscript.” 
Robert Kennedy, vacationing 
in Sun Valley, Idaho, declined to 
'comment on the Look agree- 
ment. He referred newsmen to 
the statement issued in New 
York by Mrs. Kennedy through! 
her representatives. 


[Mrs. Kennedy wanted adjusted. 
[These included: 

Her reported reaction of I 
“That’s absurd,” when she was[ 
[informed that Lee Harvey Os- 
[wald had been identified as her| 
husband’s assassin. “He (Presi-j 
dent Kennedy) didn’t even have, 
[the satisfaction . of being killed | 
[for civil rights,” she was report-! 
jed as having said. “It had to bei 
[Some silly, little Co mmunis t. 

Manchester’s detailed account] 
[of how she used petroleum jelly 
to slip her wedding ring from 
her finger and place it on the 
[dead President’s hand. The ring 
| was later removed. 


and infringement on her copy-! 
[right by unauthorized use of her 
name in advertisements and pro- 
[ motion. 

She said in her suit publica- 
tion of “The Death of a Presi- 
jdent” in either book or serial) 
(form would violate a memoran- 
dum of agreement that Man- 
chester and Robert Kennedy 
'signed on March 26, 1964. 


AN account in her own words 


ivTAw^e-r,™ , , ! of ae last night she spent with 
MANCHESTER could not; the President before he was 
immediately be reached for [assassinated in Dallas Nov 22 
' A Hi' ' j 1963. 

Quotations from a love letter) 
to her husband. 

A passage relating that she 
was unable to make a decision 
ion how to tell her daughter, 
Caroline, who was five at the 
[time, that her father had been 
killed. The Kennedy family 
nurse, Maud Shaw, reportedly 
[told Caroline of the death. 

A vivid account of how she! 
rn n. * ... , i tried t0 cover the President’s 

She said that neither she nor, wounds after the shooting and 


comment. A newsman who tele- 1 
phoned his home in Middletown, 
Conn., was told by his wife that j 
he was not home. She said she I 
did not know where he could be [ 
reached. 

Mrs. Kennedy noted in her 
statement that “no material of 
historical significance has been 
altered nor has the historical 
record been impaired in the 
slightest by the modifications 
and deletions.” 


Robert Kennedy “has 
kay approved or endorsed thej 
material in the Look articles. 

I “The author, William Man- 
chester, and the publisher of 
Look magazine have assumed 
complete and sole responsibil- 
ity,” she said. 

RICHARD N. Goodwin, a for-j 
mer aide to President Kennedy 
who is acting as Mrs. Kennedy’s 
adviser, made the final revi- 
sions in the serialization. 

There were at least 12 princi- 
pal passages in the 'book that! 


I how she refused to allow him to 
be taken into Parkland Hospital 
in Dallas until a Secret Service | 
[agent covered him with a coat. 

DETAILS of family bickering 
over where the body of the presi- 
dent should be buried. Mrs. Ken- 
nedy finally chose Arlington 
;National Cemetery. 

Mrs. Kennedy filed a suit in 
[Manhattan supreme court last 
Friday naming Cowles, Harper 
[& Row and Manchester as "de- 
pendants. She charged breach 
'of contract, invasion of privacy 


THE memorandum specified 
that the book would not be pub- 
[lished before Nov. 22, 1968, five] 
years after the assassination, 1 
and that it must be approved by [ 
[both Mrs. Kennedy and Robert 
[Kennedy. In return for the right 
to approve the manuscript, Mrs.! 
Kennedy gave Manchester 10 i 
hours of taped interviews. 

Mrs. Kennedy said she had; 
i never given her approval. Rob- 
ert Kennedy backed her up in 
an affidavit submitted to the 
court. 

.Manchester had insisted that] 
‘fin the summer of 1966, authori- 
zation was given by the family [ 
for publication of the book 
early 1967, to be preceded by) 
serialization in Look magazine.” 

' The Kennedys denied this. 

LEGALLY, the suit against! 
Harper & Row and Manchester | 
still stands-. They have been! 
ordered into court next Tuesday! 
for a hearing, but this conceiva-) 
bly could be postponed by the! 
court if a delay is sought by the 
defendants while they try to! 
work but an agreement. j 

Both Look and Harper & Row! 
[had been scheduled ■ to file! 
answers in court today to Mrs.! 
[Kennedy’s charges preliminary; 
to the hearing. 

But on Wednesday, according 
jto Rifkind, Look asked for a 
delay until tomorrow since se- 
cret negotiations were taking 
place. A settlement was in the 
making and the principals want-; 
led to put off going into court 
which, it was felt, would lead to 
a hardening of positions. 


THE court granted the delay 

to Lode, and the same privilege 
was extended to Harper & Row, 
which is now scheduled to file 
papers tomorrow. 

Harper & Row has been of- 
fered $1 million by Dell Books 
for the paperback rights. The 
[firm also has been paid $250,000 
,’by the Book of the Month Club 
.for the right to distribute the 
book to its members. 

Harper & Row said it would 
increase its first printing fromi 
the planned 100,000 copies toj 
possibly as many as 250,000 cop- 



ies. The firm has given Man- 
chester an advance of $40,000, 
which was to be deducted from 
■his share of the royalties. 
Manchester also . would receive 
half of the $250,000 from the 
Book of the Month Club. 

EARLIER yesterday, publish- 
ing industry sources said that 
objectionable passages of an in-j 
timate nature that Manchester 
agreed to delete even before the 
suit was filed probably will ap- 
pear in contraband versions of 
the book. The contraband ver- 
sions presumably also would in- 
clude the changes made in the 
Look agreement. 

A spokesman for Harper & 
Row indicated that duplicates of 
the 1,200-page typewritten text 
were made while 25 copies were 
circulating among" prospective 
bidders for magazine rights. He 
said he felt duplicates were “al- 
most certainly” sold to outlaw 
publishers in Formosa. 

“IT’s all terribly plausible,” 
said Roger Smith, news editor of 
Publishers Weekly, a trade jour- 
nal. “They’ve got (in Formosa) 
the second best printing layout 
in Asia — some of it bought with 
J Agency for International Devel- 


opment money — and they’re 
not a party to any international 
copyright agreement.” 

A Look magazine editor con- 
firmed that “at least one” re- 
production of the manuscript 
was made while editors there 
were considering purchasing se- 
rialization rights. 

One informed publishing man 
said -that virtually anything 
could be passed off as the “one, 
true and original Manchester 
book.” He said that one sup- 
posedly accurate copy or part of 
a copy of the book that is now in 
New York is counterfeit. 

A spokesman for Harper & 
JRow, which had agreed to 
Jremove -some of passages that 
Mrs. Kennedy objected to prior 
i to- her suit, said that Manchester 
was now correcting galley 
proofs of his book. The spokes- 
man added that a complete set 
of the galley proofs had not yet 
been made. 

It -was understood that details 
also were settled with Look on 
the advertising, promotion and 
foreign rights. It was reported 
that any material Mrs. Kennedy 
found objectionable could not be 
used in the advertising. 

MEANWHILE, author Theo- 
dore H. White, who reportedly 
was Mrs. Kennedy’s first choice 
to write the book about the 
assassination of the president, 
;sent a letter to the New York 
jTirnes saying that “beyond le- 
gality there are larger questions 
| of morality and obligation — on 
.her (Mrs. Kennedy’s) part as | 
jwell as Manchester’s.” 

! White, who reportedly turned j 
down the offer because hej 
thought the contract with the! 
Kennedys was too restrictive,! 
: was the author of “The Making 
of a President,” the story of the 
1960 presidential campaign. 

His letter, printed today in the 
“Letters to the Editor of the 
Times” column, said in part: 

I “BY signing an agreement 
with the Kennedys, Mr. Man- 
chester undertook to write an 
authorized story. Those of us 
who write of public affairs 
would do almost anything rather 
than sign such a contract. 

“Mrs. Kennedy admitted Mr. 
Manchester to the privacy ol 
her memories with the explicil 
understanding, written and oral, 
that she would have control oi 


I those memories in final form 
jbefore publication. 

“The understanding has been 
broken. Mr. Manchester accept- 
ed special privilege but repu- 
diated the special obligation that 
comes with it. Such a commit- 
ment, once accepted, removes 
any writer from pleading free- 
dom of the press or the impera- 
tives of history. 

“THERE is a further set of 
facts: Mrs. Kennedy, whether 
wisely or not, undertook to 
-make available to Mr. Manches- 
ter memories and material from 
other people, in order to make 
sure the story of the tragedy 
would be fully told, while retain- 
ing for herself final control of 
the final manuscript. 

J “Many people supplied mate- 
rial at her request which they 
would never have dreamed of 
making public except for their 
trust in her final authority over 
their use. 

ji “If private conciliation could 
hot restore Mr. Manchester’s 
obligation, there was no re- 
course left to her but to sue. 
Only thus could she be absolved 
of her responsibility for what 
she cannot fully control, or her 
control be re-established over an 
account of her private anguish 
and the confidences of those 
people she delivered to Mr. 
Manchester.” 



